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Summary
This note describes aggression by a small group of Common Mynas  Acridotheres tristis towards
an omnivorous mammal, the Coati Nasua sp. Instances of aggression by Mynas towards other
fauna are reviewed. The behavioural characteristics displayed in this interaction are also discussed.
Observations
On 1 February 2004 at c. 1600 h, five Coatis Nasua sp. were being observed at
the Royal Melbourne Zoological Gardens, Melbourne, Victoria (37°46′S,
144°56′E), in their open-air enclosure. Although the Coatis at Melbourne Zoo
are recorded as the Common Coati Nasua nasua, this species has recently been
split into two species, the Brown-nosed Coati N. nasua and the White-nosed Coati
N. narica (Gompper 1995; Gompper & Decker 1998) and zoo staff suspect that
these individuals might be hybrid Nasua nasua ✕ narica. Coatis are medium-sized
mammals ranging from southern Arizona, New Mexico and Texas in the north, to
Argentina in the south, and are primarily omnivorous, eating invertebrates, nuts,
fruit, lizards, small mammals and eggs (Gompper 1995; Gompper & Decker 1998).
 Within the enclosure the Coatis were sniffing and probing the ground and
logs for food when one of them climbed to rest at the top of a dead branch ~2 m
above the ground. A noisy group of Common Mynas Acridotheres tristis, which
were present in tall surrounding trees (some of which overhung the enclosure),
increased vocalisations at this point. Three Mynas were also perched on other
dead branches within the enclosure ~2–3 m away from the resting Coati.
During the next five minutes two of these Mynas in the enclosure launched
attacks by flying from their perches and swooping the Coati, striking it on its neck
and back with their beaks. When a strike was made the Myna flew back to its
perch and continued agitated vocalisations. Two strikes were made by one bird
and one by another, and all of these occurred within ~2 m of observers. The third,
probably younger bird did not attempt to strike but called from a branch nearby.
Other Mynas present in trees nearby were not actively part of this aggression.
Although the Coati was aware that it had been struck, it did not seek avoidance
nor attempt any defensive action, possibly suggesting that it was familiar with the
behaviour. When it climbed down to the ground the aggression ceased. No
aggression was displayed towards other individual Coatis on the ground during
these observations.
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Discussion
Common Mynas are native to central and southern Asia but have been
successfully introduced to several regions throughout the world, including south-
eastern Australia (Feare & Craig 1999). Their aggressive nature is well known
(Higgins et al. 2006), but detailed descriptions of aggression are limited. Areas
defended by Mynas vary considerably, ranging from nest-sites to larger territories
that provide all or most feeding requirements (see review in Pell & Tidemann 1997a).
Almost all records of interspecific aggression by Mynas show that it is directed
towards other bird species, mostly in competition for nesting resources and less
often for food resources or as part of egg- and nestling-predation (Feare & Craig
1999). Mynas have also been observed attacking Black Noddies Anous minutus
and White Terns Gygis alba on Midway Atoll (Grant 1982), Mauritius Kestrels
Falco punctatus on Mauritius (Jones 1996), Purple Martins Progne subis in Florida,
USA (Neville 2003), Tahiti Monarchs Pomarea nigra in Tahiti (Blanvillain et al.
2002), Samoan Starlings Aplonis atrifusca in Samoa (Watling 1978; Freifeld 1999),
and other bird species (see Crisp & Lill 2006; Higgins et al. 2006). Pell and
Tidemann (1997b: p. 146) noted that the majority of aggressive interactions
between both Common Starlings Sturnus vulgaris and Mynas towards Crimson
Rosellas Platycercus elegans, Eastern Rosellas P. eximius and Red-rumped Parrots
Psephotus haematonotus in Canberra, ACT, involved the aggressor flying directly
at another bird (usually perched), but ‘few interactions reached the fighting stage’.
However, occasionally such aggression has led to fatalities. On Mauritius,
Common Mynas compete with Mauritius Parakeets Psittacula eques for nesting
cavities (Jones 1996), and a Myna has been recorded attacking a half-grown
Parakeet, which subsequently died (Jones pers. comm. in Feare & Craig 1999).
The related Hill Myna Gracula religiosa has also been known to attack humans
(Young et al. 2000). In New Zealand, nesting Common Mynas have been observed
swooping cats, dogs and humans (Booth 1963), and three birds ‘fiercely attack[ed]
a cat’ (Edgar 1975).
In their native southern Asia, mammalian threats to Common Mynas and their
nests are likely to come from tree-climbing predators, such as civets (Viverridae)
and the Yellow-throated Marten Martes flavigula (Lekagul & McNeely 1977;
Schreiber et al. 1989). In Melbourne, however, where Mynas have been resident
for over 140 years (Long 1981), few (if any) diurnal mammalian nest-predators
(native or introduced) pose a significant threat, although the nocturnal Common
Brushtail Possum Trichosurus vulpecula and some gliders Petaurus spp. take birds
and eggs opportunistically (e.g. Brown et al. 1993; Holland 2001).
The Mynas’ aggressive harassment of the Coati, a species that they would not
encounter in natural conditions, and which posed no real threat from the confines
of the enclosure, raises the possibility that these anti-predator aggression traits
are innate. Innate predator-recognition traits have been shown in several bird
species (e.g. Walters 1990; Göth 2001). Such responses may be maintained in the
absence of real predators if the animal generalises morphological and hunting
similarities of other predatory species (Chandler & Rose 1988; Griffin et al. 2000;
Griffin & Evans 2003). The aggression displayed towards the Coatis during the
present observations may therefore have been the result of a perceived threat to
the Mynas themselves [or their nests, as Mynas are common breeding birds at the
Melbourne Zoo (Dunn 1989)]. However, it is also possible that the Mynas may
have had a previous negative experience with the Coatis within the enclosure and
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learned of their aggressive behaviour. Controlled experimental tests with a range
of ‘potential predators’ morphologically similar to Coatis would be required to
determine if this behaviour was innate or learnt (or a combination of both).
Mynas have been implicated in the eviction of small Australian hollow-nesting
mammals such as Sugar Gliders Petaurus breviceps (e.g. Tidemann 2004), and
mobbing of mammals such as possums has also been reported (Tidemann 2004;
C. Tidemann pers. comm. 2004). Whether such mobbing behaviour constitutes
anti-predator aggression or competition for nesting hollows (or both), however,
warrants further examination. There appear to be no detailed published accounts
of aggression towards Australian mammals, and antagonistic behaviour between
Mynas and marsupials was not witnessed by Harper et al. (2005) in a comprehensive
study of nest-box use in Melbourne, nor described by Higgins et al. (2006). As
populations of Mynas continue to spread in Australia (Martin 1996) and other
parts of the world, further observations of aggression towards both avian and
mammalian species would assist in quantifying their impact on specific fauna.
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